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ls is to return you thanks 
por the Opportunity you give 
me to enlarge upon that Dil- 
courſe, which had like to have 
frighted ſome of my beſt Friends 
out of their good Opinion of my CHRIS- 
TIANITY. Surely this SAME THING, 


cCall'd 


1 
call'd ORTHODOXY, has ſomething in 


it of a very nice and delicate Nature, that 
an innocent Thought, a harmleſs Word or 


Sentence, ſhould forfeit all Title to it, and 
lend us into the Wilds and Commons of 
Hereſy and Heatheniſm. 
Yes it ſeems, I was of ſo daring a Cha- 
rity as to aſſert, That the Difference be- 
tween the Trinitarians and the Arians was 
not ſo material, as to neceſſitate a Separation, 
And yet, my Friend, after all that I find 
in your Letter, you muſt excuſe me if I 
am ſtill of the ſame Mind. 5 
Indeed, as you have ſtated the Caſe, the * 
two CONTENDING PARTIES ſeem to 
ſtand at an irreconcilable Diſtance ; but 
give me leave to think it poſſible for a- 
nother Repreſentation to be given, that, 
at leaſt, would be equally fair and impartial. 
The following Things which I have to 
offer to your Conſideration, will, I 1 
convince you, that as J had ſome REASON 
for what I faid, ſo the CHARITY of it 
is not altogether ſo formidable as at firſt it 


was apprehended. 


4 


I. I deſire in the firſt place, that it ma 
be obſer vod, that the Terms, Modes, or Forms 
of Expreſſion, fo much CONTEST ED, are 
not to be found in the Holy Scripture, 


nor ſo much as pretended to be found 
there. 


1 


| Shere, Where is it ſaid, that there are three 
Perſons in GOD? or that Jeſus Chriſt was 
Pegotten from all Eternity ? And where have 
Awe ſo much as one Syllable concerning 
*Hypoſtatick Union? Is it not then a little 
vere that we ſhould bar our Chriſtian 
Brethren RELIGIOUS Fellowſhip and 
Tommunion with us, becauſe they happen 


a 
I 
$4 


as To be fo weak, as to ſcruple thoſe Terms 
n. pr Modes of Expreſſion which are of human 
id Iu vention? If they had been fo abſolutely 
'I Tpeceſlary, it is ſtrange that they are not 
to be found in that RULE which infinite 
1e Wiſdom hath preſcrib'd us. 

to But fay you, altho theſe things are not 
ur in ſo many expreſs words to be found in 
a- Scripture, yet are they by juſt and ts 
t, Conſequence deducible from thence. To whic 

U. 3 anſwer, that however juſt and neceſſary 


theſe. Conſequences may a to you and 
ne, yet is it very unreaſonable for us to 


* 
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N expect that every one elſe ſhould have the 

ir ſame Opinion of them. | 

it 3 Beſides, why ſhould we not allow the 
Wrians, or Unitarians, the ſame Liberty we 
take our ſelves, I mcan of judging concern- 

y ing the Neceſſity, Reaſonableneſs, or Expediency 


pf Conſequences drawn from Holy Scripture? 


re There are Chriſtians of ſeveral Denominations, 
e, find each Denomination have their peculiar 
d forms or Modes of Expreſſion, and each very 


con- 


(8) h 
confident that theſe Forms or Modes are juſt 
and reaſonable Conſequences from Holy Scrip- 
ture: Now which of them all but woulal 
think it very hard to be ty'd down to the 
Forms and Modes of a different Denoming- Mi 
tron? 82 MEEK 7 
Indeed ſome have ventur'd to tell the 
World, that Conſequences juftly drawn from 
Holy Scripture are of equal Authority with | 
Holy Scripture it ſelf. This, T muſt confeſs, 
would be ſomething to the purpoſe, could 
ir be made out; but before that can be 
done, it muft firft be proved, that ſuch 
who draw theſe Conſequences are divinely 3 
Inſpired and Commiſſioned : for let theſe C 4 q 
ſequences be ever ſo true or certain, yet 
would this no more entitle them to an 
equal Authority, than it would Exclid's | 
Elements, Farther, it would be no un- 
reaſ nable Exquiry, whether upon ſuppoſi- 
tion of a certain number of cheſs Conſequen- 
ces being drawn from Holy Scripture, all o- 
ther Con/equences, juſtly drawn from theſe, 
be of equal Authority too, and fo on 4d 
inſinitum. a 
It is a determin'd adjudg'd Caſe among 
all that profeſs the Chriſtian Name, and it 
has been well atteſted by Miracles, That 
the Holy Scriptures are of divine. Authority ; | 
but can the ſame thing be ſaid of Conſequen- i 
ces drawn from thence by weak. fallible _ : 


| DEF 

Al chat is or can be urg'd for the Proof 
of the divine Authority of Conſequences, is, 
that they are juſt and true; but then who 
the Whall be Jadge, or what COMMON R ULE 
vs- Mis there to which every Chriſtian is bound 
To repair, and oblig'd to ſtand ? If there 
the be nothing of all this, of what Uſe can 
2m their divine Autborit) be, unleſs for the 


juſt 


VID 
97 IJ 


ich WIMPROVEMENT of Tyranny and En- 
ſs, Wthufiaſm? Which I leave to the Contriz 
114 vers of this Poſition to conſider of. ! 
be | | 

ch II. Again, it is worth obſerving, That 
ly the Trinitarians do profeſs, that when they 
2 apply theſe Terms, Forms, or Modes of Ex- 
et ¶ preſſion to the Deity, it is not in their com- 
an mon or mere uſual Acceptation. And the 
Ps Truth is, I could never yet underſtand that 


the Arians or Unitarians have deny'd theſe 
ſi- & Terms as applicable to the Deity in any 
other ſenſe. Herein hath chiefly conſiſted 
o- F the Force and Succeſs of their way of 
e, & Writing, 


III. Give me leave, Sir, further to ob- 
g ſerve, that however warm and zealous moſt 
it of us have been for expreſſing our ſelves 
it after this manner, yet have we all along 
; N profeſſed that it is a Myſtery, and ſuch an 
= F one as is out of the reach of human Con- 
? eption or Explication. We, as it were, 
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(10) 


with one conſent, acknowledge that we have | 
no Notion, Conception, or Idea of that which 
theſe Terms, Modes, or Forms of Expreſſion * 


ſtand for. 


The Trinitarians do one and all agree in . 
this, that there are Three; but what Three © 


theſe are, hath ſtill been the Queſtion, and 


is like to be ſo to the World's end. If we # 
conſult the Writings of ſeveral of the moſt | 
Learned of the Trinitarians,we ſhall find that Ti 


they have been not a little uncertain, what 


Forms or Modes of Expreſſion are moſt * 1 
at XZ 


to ſet forth this High Myſtery. Some t 


did not care to deſcend to 3 have 7 
aying, that there b 


contented themſelves with 
be Three Somem hats; others, Three Modes or 


Attributes; others, Three Subſiſtences; lome * 
few, Three eternal Minds or Spirits ; but Fi 


that which has moſt generally obtain'd, is, 
Three Perſons : and yet this laſt has not given 


entire Satisfaction to ſome of the molt ſtre- | 


nuous Aſſerters of the Doctrine of the Tri- 
nity. Nor is it ſo great a Wonder that there 
ſhould be ſo much Uncertainty, and that we 
are ſo much at a Loſs to expreſs that in 
words, of which we have no Conception or 


Idea. = 
I ay then, if this be the Caſe, as I verily | 
think it is; I mean, ifthe Trinitarians do pro» 


feſs that they have no Notion, Concepiio 
ol Idea of that which theſe Terms do ſtan 


for, 


Hp 
* 
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(11) 
re for, where is the Difference between them 
:h and the Arians or Unitarians? Can any more 
be made of it than this, that the one fide 
4 applies theſe Forms of Expreſſion to the Deity, 
in 'X profeſſing at the fame time that the whole 
% of it is a Myſtery, and that they have no 
Vor ions or Ideas of what theſe Terms do ſtand 
for; and the other fide rejects theſe Terms 
Fas improper and unapplicable to the Deity, 
in their common U and Signification ? 
Now if it be ſo, is it poſſible that any 


C 


r Ditference in Judgment or Opinion ſhould 
it ariſe from hence? 

What enlargement, what addition can it 
be to the Faith of him that admits of theſe 


e 

x Terms? What is it that he believes more 

e than another? or what Deficiency is there 
in the Faith of him that rejects them? What 


„ is it that he believes leſs than the other? 
n Would not one be tempted to think, that 
„the whole Controverſy depends upon the 
USING or not USING theſe Forms, or 
Nodes of expreſſing themſelves concerning 
the Deity ; Aud that there is no ſuch thing 
as any real Difference in Doctrine or O- 
pinion? | 


IV. In the next place it deſerves to be 
A conſiderd, that there are many Points of 
valuable Importance wherein both Parties 
F 325 B 2 are 


(12) 
are profeſſedly and avowedly agreed; as for 


Inſtance : 


1. That there is but One GOD in the high- 1 


eſt and moſt exalted Senſe of the Word 


That this Oze GOD is but one individual | A 
indiviſible Eſſence, Being, or Sub ſtance— . 


That He is infinitely Perfect —. That all 


other Beings with their ſeveral Powers, Per- 


fections, Attributes, &c. are derived from 
this One All-Perfect 


is the ſupreme Object of all that Love, 


Fear, Service, and Adoration which any of 
the Creatures are capable of rendring unto t 


Him. 


2. Each fide will agree, That JESUS 

. CHRIST is the ozly-begotten Sou of GOD, 
the Chriſt of GOD, the Meſſiah, Jeſus the 
Saviour, the Redeemer, the only Mediator, | 
that Prophet, Prieſt, and Ming . foretold in 
the antient Prophecies, and prov'd to be fo | 
by unqueſtionable Miracles — That the 
Father was in Him, and that He was in the 


Father, that in Him dwelt the Fulneſs of the 
Goaheaa 


with Him, that what He did, and what He 


ſpake for our Inſtruction and Salvation, is 
to be eſteem'd as Done and Spoken by the 
moſt High GOD himſelf — —'That He ſuf- 3 
| fered I 


That this Alone 


That He derived an immediate 
Commiſſion and Authority, with full and 
ample Powers from the Father; and that Gd 
the Father ſo acted by Him, in Him, and 


a hs 
Sd 


(0-493 
yed and died upon the Croſs, Offering Him- 
elf up to GOD his Father, a he and 
ſcceptable Sacrifice for our Sins — That, 
©» the third day He aroſe from the dead, after 
hat He aſcended into Heaven, and fits at 
Ihe right hand of GOD, making continual In- 
ercelſion for us That GOD by this his 
Bon Jeſus will judge the World in Righteouſ- 
Teſs at the laſt Day. 
XZ 3. Again, both ſides will agree, Thar all 
ve, thoſe Virtues, Powers, Operations, Cc. 
of which in Holy Scripture are aſcribed ro 
to the Holy Ghoſt, are no other than the Vir- 
FT rues, Powers, and Operations of the moſt 
High GOD himſelf. 
24. In the laſt place, both ſides are a- 
greed, That the Holy Scriptares are of di- 
vine Iuſpiration and Authority; that they are 
the perfect, ſufficient, ſtanding RULE of 
all that Faith and Practice which is neceſſary 
to recommend us to the divine Acceptance. 

Thus far you will allow that both ſides 
are agreed. They are agreed as to the 
RULE and the OBJECT of Worſhip ; it 
is one and the fame which both accept of, 
acknowledge, and {ubmit to. 

And here, Sir, I think I ſhall nor go much 
out of my way, if I ſhould take notice of 
chat part of your Letter where you inſinu- 
ate, that the OBJECT of Worſhip is not 
the ſame, but divers: This, Sir, I thought 
| was 


Gag” 


was puſhing the Matter beyond all rea- 
ſonable Bounds. Give me leave, Sir, to th. 
appeal to your own” more deliberate. 
ba Wil 152 the Arians and Unitarians give Wc 


their ready aſſent to all thoſe intelligible R 
Deſcriptions of the Deity, which are ſuitable 2 
to our natural Apprehenſions of him? And 
will they not as readily aſſent to all thoſe $; 
exprels Deſcriptions we find in his Word? 
I know you will urge, that the Trinitarins © 
do worſhip the ſecond and third Perſons, i. . 
Son and Spirit, which cannot be ſaid of the % 
Arians or Unitarians. I anſwer, That this does 
by no means infer a different OBJECT of 
Worſhip, unleſs you will ſay, that there be 
three ObJECTS of Worſhip, and that the” 
ſecond and third are diſtin OBJECTS of i 
Worſhip from the firſt Perſon. 
It is acknowledg'd, that the Arians or 

Unitarians do not confider GOD under the 
. . Notion of a Son; they do not diſtinguiſh | 
Him into Firſt, Second, or Third. Burt let 
me put one ſerious Queſtion to you; Do 
not they worſhip that very GOD we do, 
that moſt high GOD, that eternal Being, 
that infinite Spirit, who made the World, 
who redeemed it, and will judge it by his 
Son Jeſus Chriſt? Do not they worſhip that 
individual all- perfect Being, which we diſj- 
ringuiſh into Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ? * f 
c 
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(15) 
= It cannot enter into my Imagination, that 
T the applying or not applying theſe Terms, 
Names, Appellations, or Modes of Expreſſion 
Ito the Deity, does in the leaſt infer a dif- 
ferent OBJECT of Worſhip: This way of 
Reaſoning, I muſt confels, is to ſine for my 
Vnderſtanding to take in, GOD told Moſes, 
That By his name Jehovah he wat not knows 
4 to Abraham, Haac, and Jacob. Now would 
it not. be a ſtrange Inference from hence, 
That the OBJECT of Worſhip among theſe 
Patriarchs was not the ſame with that of the 
Iſraelites in the time of Moſes ? 
Il believe that moſt Chriſtians upon due 
Examination will find, that in their Acts of 
be Devotion, their Minds are not ſo intent upon 
the” the divine Perſonality, as upon the intelligible 
of Perfection, i. e. That GOD is our Almighty, 
All-wiſe, and All-good Creator, Preſerver, 
Governor, ] udge, and Benefactor. In Him, 
as thus conſider d, does our Worſhip centre 
7 and fix itſelf, excluſive of all other Beings 
whatever, This I take to be the Ground, 
the Foundation, and Reaſon of that Wor- 
ſhip and ſupreme Homage which is paid unto 
Him by any of the Creatures, 
Sir, I have been ſomething the larger upon 
this laſt Head, I mean thoſe things wherein 
both Parties are agreed, becauſe I think it 
one of the beſt ſteps that can he taken to- 
Wards a Reconciliation. It is an * 
that 
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- (16) 
that all Parties are too apt to keep their Eye 
fo fix d and ſteddy upon the Points in Diffe- 
rence, as to forget thoſe Things wherein 


there is a profeſs'd Agreement; whereas 
would they but ſingle out thoſe ſeveral Par- 
ticulars wherein they are agreed, I am per- 
ſuaded they would find them to be fo 8 
many, and fo confiderable, as to convince WF 
them, that cach others CHRISTIANITY 
is much nearer of kin than hitherto they 
imagin'd. 4d 8 LO HET # 
As for that Danger to the Truth, and that 
enormous mixture of Tares and Wheat, you 
ſeem in the cloſe of your Letter to be ſo 
much afraid of, I verily think it much more | 
tolerable than thoſe Inconveniencies the Wt 
contrary method will unayoidably occaſion. 
Do what we can, a Mixture there will be. 
Not the Fan of the Inquiſition it ſelf will be 
able thorowly to purge the Floor. _ 
But pray, Sir, what abſolute Neceſſity is 
there of being ſo exceeding nice in this 
Caſe ? What great Injury will it be to the 
Church, what Prejudice to the Truth, altho | 
we do not exclude every honeft Man who 
may differ from us in theſe more difficult 
Points? Will not Truth have as much fair | 
play as ever, by keeping up a Chriſtian Cor- 
reſpondence with each other ? Will not thete | 
Miſtakes we are thus terribly alarm'd at, be 
as catching out of the Church as in it? * = 


(17) 
Has any thing been more common than 
r Church-Weeders to thruſt out much better 
in Wan they take in? What an excellent Bar- 
s Wain does the poor Church make of it by 
Mheſe Acts of Faith, while it parts with a ſin- 
ere tho miſtaken Chriſtian, and at the fame 
Ine takes in and cheriſhes that which proves 
8s Diſhonour and Reproach ! 
What means this ſtrange, this buſy Offici- 
uſneſs? Would we leave nothing for the 
4 [ngelsto do at the great Day, not ſo much 
to bundle up and caſt into the Fire ! But 
rely thoſe glorious Labourers in the divine 
» t will make much better Work of it, 
Pr it will go very hard with many an ho- 
the Welt Man. 
To conclude, Is it not, Sir, a thouſand 
ities that in Debates of a religious Nature, 
here one wonld leaſt of all expect it, there 
Mhould be ſuch a general Diſpoſition to wi- 
len and aggravate, rather than to contract 
and heal. From what Principle it proceeds 
ſhall not determine: Of this we may be 
Fertain, that Charity hath had very little 
o do in the matter; for had our Minds 
deen more ſeaſon'd with that divine Grace, 
Pur religious Differences had long ago been 
drought into a much narrower "compaſs. 1 
Weadily grant, that there is a falſe Charity, as 
Pell as a falſe Hope or Faith; ſuch I mean, 
Which by encouraging a wicked Life and 
| E Tem- 
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| ſearching the Heart, and diſpoſing of the di- 


dictate? Is it not an HARDY PRESUMP- 


Conſequences, and invented Modes of Expreſ- 


(18) 


Temper, flies in the Face of God's Authority, Ino 
and leads on to certain Ruin; but what re- Wu: 


lation has this to the caſe in hand, wherein - 
it is very poſſible for many an honeſt good na 
| Chriſtian to differ from his Neighbours. K. 


th 

Some indeed have taken upon them to . 
call in queſtion the Sinceritj of the Arians or 
Vnitarians, and are very poſitive that they h. 
are under a divine Dereliction. But ſurely T 
this requires a much better Proof than the 
Confidence of theſe their Cenſurers. 1 

Is it not a ſhocking Conſideration, that 
ſuch frail ſinful Creatures as we are, ſhould 
arrogate to our ſelves the Prerogative of 


— 
— 


vine Favour according as our darling Notions, 
partial Affections, and Reſentments ſhall 


'TION to back our own Schemes, In ferences, 


ſion with the divine Authority, and upon 
every little Oppoſition to deal out Carſes and 
Anathema's by wholeſale. 

There ſeems to be SOMETHING won 
derfully pleaſant, natural, and agreeable in 
WISHING WELL to our honeſt Fellow- 
Chriſtians, and HOPING WELL concern- 
ing them. But what imaginable Satisfaction 


rener. e. e. 


can any ONE take in ſetting them as far out} 
of the reach of Heaven as poſſible? Muſt it 
| not 


na as Ao W—__—_ 


(19) | 

rity, Wnor be a very aukward and unnatural Plea- 
re- Ware? 1 

rein 1 have ſo much Charity for the good- 

ood Wnatur'd among the Romaniſts, as to think 

hat it is not *oyer-pleaſant to them, when 


to ever they are call'd upon to damn all thoſe 
s or Nrho are of a different Faith. I believe they 
hey had rather be excuſed that harſh OBLIGA- | 
elyM' TION which their ill-natur'd Religion brings 
the them under. 
What Reaſon, what Neceſſity is there for 
that us to ſir as Judges over our Neighbours in 
uldF theſe difficult Points? If we apprehend that 


of theſe their Miſtakes have a dangerous Ten- 
i- dency, which I think I have proy'd they 
have not, we may, we ought to inform them 
better: but to place our ſelves in the Judg- 
ment-Seat, and to paſs the Sentence, is none 
of our Buſineſs; we are no ways qualified 
for it: we have neither ABILITY nor 
COMMISSION, The Father having commit- 
ted all Judgment to his Son; ſo that it is hard 
to ſay which is the greater, the Arrogance or 

the Abſurdity of it. 
In a word, if there be any thing that can 
fo the Enmity, and break down the middle 
all of Partition between us, it muſt be that 
Spirit of Jeſus, that Meekneſs, that Humility 
and Charity ſto much and ſo often recom- 
mended to us in the SACRED ORACLES : 
| 41 1 5 A 


